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- Iax lnclod.ng '3 rovis!.on of the w.bjact papcr. -ﬂ.a;ting nn;' of
ths sugg:timc mads in your sene of 19 :Docubar.
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" whe form ef %ha :crls!,on il. I 'Inucn. thu one you s u“ut v!.th.
one minor varimtion which I think anm improvement « to describe the *Focus
of the Problem® as the ¥igsus® ond present the case as Prodles, Facts,
Issues, mscuuion. Gonclu::.on: mnd Roeomndztiom.

: The principul variations fron your suggesiions occu.r i.n rupoct
%o procedurs and substance; the raasons merit discussion between us, - R
Briefly, I foel thuat the 'nbb 1¢ttsr to the ISC‘» and. the rccult.’m: NSt
memoranium of 14 ‘.Dacambcr, pruclnﬂ.a us from recommending any action st
this tims beyond an expressior of Departmental approval of the position
we taxs, The new recommendamtions and the attached draft lstter to U re-
flect that belief, Tor that Zeason alss, I have concluded that 1t is
unnecessary to aaxe further raference in thc ltw!y o the DCI progross

repert

To move 2{s) to the lead posuson would, it seems to s, tend to
weaken $the logical force of pressniation,

Your excsllent smoatioa regu'ﬂin; thﬂ pmdnction issus we have
tried to follow,

The athcr qu-tions you r-.ils are all nli.:l but I wuld like %o
4alk thez over with you, for I have a feeling that to lnclude them fn .
the presext discussion might tend to complicate & falrly clear case and,
to that extent, weaxen it, BSeveral of the points, however, might {in fact,
perhsps, :hnuld} be treated in upmts pnpn:s. o.g.. nilcol.lneous research
snd roporting. "
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